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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

'■' ' -eoivwitnin tne statutory minimum ui li iiuy \o\j; uoys win uc wimucicu i 

communication. 




Any7eply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )□ Responsive to commuhication(s) filed on . 



2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)KI This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) [X] Claim(s) 1-11 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1-11 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

1 0)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) JSf Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)KjAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 J£| Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3-D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
Attachment(s) 

1) Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). . 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) □ Other: 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 04-01) 
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1 . Claims 1 -1 1 are presented for examination. 

2. Claim 7 contains the trademark/trade name£C.I Vat Red 10, C. J. Vat Blue 14 etc. 
Where a trademark or trade name is used in a claim as a limitation to identify or 
describe a particular material or product, the claim does not comply with the 
requirements of 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. See Ex parte Simpson, 218 
USPQ 1020 (Bd. App. 1982). The claim scope is uncertain since the trademark or trade 
name cannot be used properly to identify any particular material or product. A 
trademark or trade name is used to identify a source of goods, and not the goods 
themselves. Thus, a trademark or trade name does not identify or describe the goods 
associated with the trademark or trade name. In the present case, the trademark/trade 
name is used to identify/describe a threne dye and, accordingly, the 
identification/description is indefinite. 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
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not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

4. Claims 1-5 and 7-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hemels et al (US 45031 15) in view of Okamoto et al (US 4595394). 

Hemels discloses a molded article comprising wood or cellulose fibers, and a 
thermosetting resin (col. 3, lines 23-36). A pigment also admixed with the composition of 
article (col. 6, line 68 to col. 7, line 6). 

Hemels does not mention threne dye. 

Okamoto discloses a fiber processability improving agent«Patentee mentions that 
threne dyes are used for dyeing cellules fiber (col. 3, line 55-64). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to use threne dye for dyeing cellulose 



fibers of article of Hemels to ensure exellent-d£tag fastness. 

It is noted that prior art does not teach a making master-batch. Nevertheless 
since preparing a master batch and using it later to make end product is a well known 
technique in the art especially wherein small amounts of expensive ingredients like 
dyes, pigments have to be added precisely to the final product, it would have been 
obvious to use such master batch as claimed in instant claim 5. Additionally it would 
also have been obvious (as per technique of master-batch using) to blend only resin 
(without cellulosic fibers) and master batch as claimed in instant claim 9. 
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5. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hemels et 
al (US 45031 1 5) in view of Okamoto et al (US 4595394) as applied to claim 1 above, 
and further in view of Wold (US 5435954). 

Hemels and Okamoto together do not mention specific resins of instant claim 6. 

Wold describes articles of reinforced composition material. The material 
comprises cellulosic fibers and resins like polyethylene, polypropylene, polyvinyl 
chloride etc. (col. 8, lines 51-57). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to use above resins as well as few more 
similar resins as part of matrix in the article of Hemels in order to enhance mechanical, 
appearance and also to reduce cost of manufacture. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to U. K. Rajguru, whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1077. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:30 am to 6:00 
pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James J. Seidleck can be reached on (571) 272-1078. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 
872-9306. 




U. K. Rajguru/af 
March 9, 2004 




James J. Seidleck 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Technology Center 1700 



